Introduction -Reference needs to be cited for the statement "Nearly one third of 70 the global population experiences at least one severe dizziness attack during life." -Overall the grammar and sentence structure of the Introduction need further attention as parts are difficult to follow or poorly phrased -Overall the introduction could be made more concise Methods -How were participants recruited? As this is a study reporting normative values, the representativeness of the population is of utmost importance. -Overall the methods are clearly described Results -I suggest including a table summarising the participants' characteristics-mean (SD) age, height, weight, BMI and handedness. This will allow better examination of the representativeness of the study population. Figure 1 should be removed as this doesn't add any value.
-All results should be reported to two decimal places for consistency Discussion -Also needs revising to improve readability-the Discussion is overly verbose and repetitive at times. Content could be made more concise. For example, findings from previous studies should be evaluated together rather than summarised and repeated separately -First paragraph of the Discussion should briefly outline the results of the study and why these findings are important -Limitations are not outlined in the body of the manuscript (these only appear in bullet form following the abstract)-unless this is specific to the journal the limitations should be described in the Discussion -Does this study fit the word count limit for the journal? -I think more discussion could be made regarding the clinical implications of these findings-who will use the reference data and why are they important? Conclusion -Should also include a brief outline of the study findings -Not sure that the word 'striking' is appropriate-isn't this consistent with previous literature ?   Tables and Figures  -Suggest deleting Figure 1 and adding in an additional table  summarising participant characteristics References -Reference list appears thorough
REVIEWER
Alessandro Nota Dental School, Vita-Salute San Raffaele University, Milan, Italy REVIEW RETURNED 29-Jan-2019
GENERAL COMMENTS
The present manuscript is interesting for giving reference values about the postural control in healthy young female adults, thus, it merits publication on this journal after some revisions and after improving the literature background especially when speaking about the relationships with dental occlusion.
Major Revision • Some typing and language errors and unclear sentences are present in the manuscript, the authors are encouraged to perform a revision possibly with the help of a mother language colleague.
• In the introduction section please explain the differences between subjective and objective vertigo because only in the second case they can be observed with stabilometric analysis.
• In the introduction section when you speak about the influence of TMD on body posture, a recent article is the principal report of such an association and it should be included in the paragraph (Nota A, Tecco S, Ehsani S, Padulo J, Baldini A. Postural stability in subjects with temporomandibular disorders and healthy controls: A comparative assessment. J Electromyogr Kinesiol. 2017 Dec;37:21-24. doi: 10.1016/j.jelekin.2017.08.006. Epub 2017 Aug 31.)
• In the Methods-Subjects section please clearly explain that vertigo were an exclusion criteria.
• Was the presence of TMD an exclusion criteria? Was a clinical TMJ exam performed for excluding or evaluating the presence of such disorder?
• It could be interesting if data about the dental occlusion of the subjects would be available because it was observed that it could have an influence on the body posture.
• In the discussion section a study by Mesink et al. was cited and compared with the data of the present study but it was never presented or described in the introduction nor in the discussion section, so why are you comparing your data with this study?
• In the discussion section at line 286 it was stated that the preferred chewing side could be related with the posture, it could be interesting to highlight that a review article reported that such association is even confirmed when speaking about the relationship between scoliosis and dental occlusion (Saccucci M, 
VERSION 1 -AUTHOR RESPONSE
Reviewer(s)' Comments to Author:
• Some typing and language errors and unclear sentences are present in the manuscript, the authors are encouraged to perform a revision possibly with the help of a mother language colleague.
The manuscript was proofread by a native English speaker.
We have included the differences between subjective and objective vertigo.
• In the introduction section when you speak about the influence of TMD on body posture, a recent article is the principal report of such an association and it should be included in the paragraph (Nota A, Tecco S, Ehsani S, Padulo J, Baldini A. Postural stability in subjects with temporomandibular disorders and healthy controls: A comparative assessment. J Electromyogr Kinesiol. We have added this literature.
Vertigo is added as exclusion criteria.
Yes, the presence of TMD was an exclusion criterion. We added it in the "Methods" section. Further, a clinical TMJ exam was conducted, which is also added in the manuscript.
Thank you for pointing that out. We have added the distribution of the Angle classes of the volunteers.
Since we have revised the entire discussion following the comments of the other reviewer, this section has also changed.
• In the discussion section at line 286 it was stated that the preferred chewing side could be related with the posture, it could be interesting to highlight that a review article reported that such association is even confirmed when speaking about the relationship between scoliosis and dental occlusion (Saccucci M, Tettamanti L, Mummolo S, Polimeni A, Festa F, Tecco S. Scoliosis and dental occlusion: a review of the literature. Scoliosis. 2011 Jul 29; 6:15. doi: 10.1186 /1748 Thank you for this hint. We considered this study.
• In the discussion section at line 290 when speaking about the repeatability of the results of the test a study by Perinetti et al. was correctly cited. However there was a more recent study that could be considered of higher scientific level and should be cited when speaking about this topic (please have a look to Baldini A, Nota A, Assi V, Ballanti F, Cozza P. Intersession reliability of a posturostabilometric test, using a force platform. J Electromyogr Kinesiol. 2013 Dec;23(6):1474-9. doi: 10.1016/j.jelekin.2013.08.003. Epub 2013 Aug 15.) Thank you for this hint. We considered this study.
Introduction
-Reference needs to be cited for the statement "Nearly one third of 70 the global population experiences at least one severe dizziness attack during life." This sentence has a citation now.
-Overall the grammar and sentence structure of the Introduction need further attention as parts are difficult to follow or poorly phrased
The introduction has been completely revised. In addition, a native speaker has proofread the entire manuscript.
-Overall the introduction could be made more concise
We restructured the introduction in order to make the context more precise.
Methods
-How were participants recruited? As this is a study reporting normative values, the representativeness of the population is of utmost importance.
We added a paragraph according to this aspect.
Results
-I suggest including a table summarizing the participants' characteristics-mean (SD) age, height, weight, BMI and handedness. This will allow better examination of the representativeness of the study population. Figure 1 should be removed as this doesn't add any value.
We include a table with all these characteristics and removed Fig. 1 in the subjects section.
-All results should be reported to two decimal places for consistency All Data have two decimal places now.
Discussion
-Also needs revising to improve readability-the Discussion is overly verbose and repetitive at times. Content could be made more concise. For example, findings from previous studies should be evaluated together rather than summarized and repeated separately -First paragraph of the Discussion should briefly outline the results of the study and why these findings are important The discussion has been completely revised.
-Limitations are not outlined in the body of the manuscript (these only appear in bullet form following the abstract)-unless this is specific to the journal the limitations should be described in the Discussion -Does this study fit the word count limit for the journal? -I think more discussion could be made regarding the clinical implications of these findings-who will use the reference data and why are they important?
We added limitations of the study in the discussion section.
Conclusion
-Should also include a brief outline of the study findings -Not sure that the word 'striking' is appropriate-isn't this consistent with previous literature?
We rephrased the conclusion. 
GENERAL COMMENTS
The authors have improved the readability of the manuscript, with clearer reporting of the methods and discussion of the implications of the study findings. I have no further comments.
REVIEWER

Alessandro Nota
Vita-Salute San Raffaele University, Milan, Italy REVIEW RETURNED 03-Apr-2019
GENERAL COMMENTS
The author did an important effort in improving the quality of the manuscript that now is almost ready to be published.
However, I think that a change should still be done before publication:
As previously stated by the other reviewers, the limitations of the study should also be added and discussed at the end of the discussion section.
Thanks and Compliments for the work and the effort
